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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. In the amendment filed 7/9/2007, the following has occurred: Claims 1, 2, 9, 1 1, 12, 19 
and 21-30 have been amended. Claims 1 - 30 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by DeBusk et al., 
U.S. Patent Number 5,991,728. 

4. As per claim 1 , DeBusk teaches a system for managing clinically related supply 
procurement, comprising: 

• A first interface to receive patient supply data captured from at least one clinically related 
site (figure 8), the patient supply data comprising items used and/or consumed during a 
clinical event (column 9, lines 66 through column 10, line 17); 

• A second interface to receive care provider preference data for said clinical event from 
the at least one clinically related site (column 8, line 1 - 25); and 

• An analytic engine, the analytic engine communicating with the first interface and the 
second interface to aggregate the patient supply data to evaluate comparative clinical 
supply policies (column 10, lines 49 - 58). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/750,2 1 7 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3626 

5. As per claim 2, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the patient supply data further comprises at least one of 
surgical device information, pharmaceutical information, and consumable material information 
(column 1 1 , lines 17-30 where the data includes surgical devices). 

6. As per claim 3, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the clinically related site comprises at least one of a hospital 
facility, a research facility and a government facility (column 11, line 65 through column 12, line 
15 where the facility is a hospital). 

7. As per claim 4, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the care provider preference data comprises a preference card 
(column 1 1 , lines 4-16). 

8. As per claim 5, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 4 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the preference card comprises selections for at least one of 
surgical devices, pharmaceutical selections and consumable material selections (column 11, lines 
4-29 where the doctor particular surgical tools). 

9. As per claim 6, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the analytic reports comprise comparisons between 
alternative supply selections (column 8, lines 30 - 47). 

10. As per claim 7, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 6 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the comparisons comprise volumetric pricing information as a 
function of alternative supply selections (column 8, lines 30 - 47 where the bills are compared). 
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11. As per claim 8, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 6 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the comparisons comprise correspondence ratings between 
care provider preference data and alternative supply selections (column 18, line 52 through 
column 19, line 3 where the physician rating is based upon a scale relating to percent usage so 
that under usage as shown within the example would be a lower rating. The Examiner notes that 
the detailed description, the original claims and the drawings provide little guidance on what this 
rating should be. The Applicant's figure 5 and paragraph 37 are the best descriptions). 

12. As per claim 9, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the analytic reports comprise reports on the patient supply 
data broken down according to at least one of clinical procedure type, clinical department, 
patient demographic categories, vendor information and cost ranges (column 17, line 37-51 
where the report is by procedure). 

13. As per claim 10, DeBusk teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the system wherein the care provider preference data is updated according to 
updated clinical supply policies (Bundle Maintenance section or column 21, line 1 through 
column 22, line 39). 

14. As per claim 11, DeBusk teaches a method for managing clinically related supply 
procurement, comprising: 

• Receiving patient supply data captured from at least one clinically related site (figure 8), 
the patient supply data comprising items used and/or consumed during a clinical event 
(column 9, lines 66 through column 10, line 17); 
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• Care provider preference data for said clinical event from the at least one clinically 
related site (column 8, line 1 - 25); 

• Aggregating the patient supply data to evaluate comparative clinical supply policies 
(figure 1, step 9); and 

• Storing the aggregated patient supply data (figure 1, step 9). 

15. As per claim 12, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 1 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method wherein the patient supply data further comprises at least one of 
surgical device information, pharmaceutical information, and consumable material information 
(column 11, lines 17-30 where the data includes surgical devices). 

16. As per claim 13, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 1 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method wherein the clinically related site comprises at least one of a hospital 
facility, a research facility and a government facility (column 11, line 65 through column 12, line 
15 where the facility is a hospital). 

17. As per claim 14, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 1 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method wherein the care provider preference data comprises a preference card 
(column 1 1, lines 4-16). 

18. As per claim 15, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 14 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method wherein the preference card comprises selections for at least one of 
surgical devices, pharmaceutical selections and consumable material selections (column 11, lines 
4-29 where the doctor particular surgical tools). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/750,2 1 7 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3626 

19. As per claim 16, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 1 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method comprising a step of performing comparisons between alternative 
supply selections (column 8, lines 30 - 47). 

20. As per claim 17, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 16 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method wherein the comparisons comprise volumetric pricing information as 
a function of alternative supply selections (column 8, lines 30 - 47 where the bills are 
compared). 

21. As per claim 18, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 16 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method wherein the comparisons comprise correspondence ratings between 
care provider preference data and alternative supply selections (column 18, line 52 through 
column 19, line 3 where the physician rating is based upon a scale relating to percent usage so 
that under usage as shown within the example would be a lower rating. The Examiner notes that 
the detailed description,; the original claims and the drawings provide little guidance on what this 
rating should be. The Applicant's figure 5 and paragraph 37 are the best descriptions). 

22. As per claim 19, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 1 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method comprising a step of generating reports on the patient supply data 
broken down according to at least one of clinical procedure type, clinical department, patient 
demographic categories, vendor information and cost ranges (column 17, line 37-51 where the 
report is by procedure). 

23. As per claim 20, DeBusk teaches the method of claim 1 1 as described above. DeBusk 
further teaches the method comprising a step of updating the care provider preference data 
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according to updated clinical supply policies (Bundle Maintenance section or column 21, line 1 
through column 22, line 39). 

24. As per claim 21 , DeBusk teaches one or more computer-readable media having 
computer-executable instructions embodied thereon for performing a method for generating a 
clinically related supply policy, the method comprising: 

• Receiving patient supply data captured from at least one clinically related site (figure 8), 
the patient supply data comprising items used and/or consumed during a clinical event 
(column 9, lines 66 through column 10, line 17); 

• Receiving care provider preference data for said clinical event from the at least one 
clinically related site (column 8, line 1 - 25); 

• Aggregating the patient supply data to evaluate comparative clinical supply policies 
(figure 1, step 9); and 

• Storing the aggregated patient supply data (figure 1, step 9). 

25. As per claim 22, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 21 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the patient supply data further comprises at least one of surgical device information, 
pharmaceutical information, and consumable material information (column 11, lines 17-30 
where the data includes surgical devices). 

26. As per claim 23, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 21 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the clinically related site comprises at least one of a hospital facility, a research facility and a 
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government facility (column 11, line 65 through column 12, line 15 where the facility is a 
hospital). 

27. As per claim 24, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 21 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the care provider preference data comprises a preference card (column 11, lines 4-16). 

28. As per claim 25, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 24 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the preference card comprises selections for at least one of surgical devices, pharmaceutical 
selections and consumable material selections (column 11, lines 4-29 where the doctor 
particular surgical tools). 

29. As per claim 26, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 21 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the method further comprises performing comparisons between alternative supply selections 
(column 8, lines 30 -47). 

30. As per claim 27, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 26 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the comparisons comprise volumetric pricing information as a function of alternative supply 
selections (column 8, lines 30 - 47 where the bills are compared). 

31. As per claim 28, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 26 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the comparisons comprise correspondence ratings between care provider preference data and 
alternative supply selections (column 18, line 52 through column 19, line 3 where the physician 
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rating is based upon a scale relating to percent usage so that under usage as shown within the 
example would be a lower rating. The Examiner notes that the detailed description, the original 
claims and the drawings provide little guidance on what this rating should be. The Applicant's 
figure 5 and paragraph 37 are the best descriptions). 

32. As per claim 29, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 21 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the method further comprises generating reports on the patient supply data broken down 
according to at least one of clinical procedure type, clinical department, patient demographic 
categories, vendor information and cost ranges (column 17, line 37-51 where the report is by 
procedure). 

33. As per claim 30, DeBusk teaches the one or more computer-readable media of claim 2 1 
as described above. DeBusk further teaches the one or more computer-readable media wherein 
the method further comprises updating the care provider preference data according to updated 
clinical supply policies (Bundle Maintenance section or column 21, line 1 through column 22, 
line 39). 

Response to Arguments 

34. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 30 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

35. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neal R. Sereboff whose telephone number is (571) 270-1373. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon thru Thur from 7:30am to 5pm, with 1st Fri off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (571) 272-6776. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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